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ment was now decided upon should confine themselves as far as
possible to the technical aspect of the questions which they would
have to consider, leaving the political aspect for informal negotia-
tions, the Italian delegate, Signor di Soragna, considered it necessary
to make a reservation at the first meetings of the Committees on Super-
vision and Effectives on the 12th November, leaving himself and his
colleagues free to act as observers if the discussions should take a
political turn and to refrain from voting on delicate questions. Italy's
'semi-exit' from the Conference was greatly regretted in Prance,
not least because it appeared to mark a definite breach in the good
understanding which had been established between France and Italy
a few months earlier.
The Italian representative's gesture, combined with the poor
attendance of Ministers at the meeting of the Bureau, threatened to
wear out the apparently inexhaustible patience which had been
displayed hitherto by the President of the Conference. Mr. Hender-
son indicated that unless he received a greater measure of support
he would feel obliged to resign his office, and he also addressed a
communication to the Governments represented at the Conference
pointing out that it was difficult for the rapporteurs on various
questions who had just been appointed to make progress in the
absence of heads of delegations. These demarches had the desired
effect, and by the 19th November Sir John Simon and Monsieur
Paul-Boncour had again arrived at Geneva and had resumed con-
sultations with. Mr. Henderson and with the representatives of Italy
and the United States.
The discussions showed that the French Government not only
still desired to carry on the work of the Conference at Geneva but
were also as insistent as ever upon the importance of testing the
efficacy of supervision during a trial period.1 In view of the pre-
carious position of Monsieur Sarraut's Cabinet, it was difficult for
Monsieur Paul-Boncour to make concessions, but the strong opposi-
tion of Italy to the continuance of the Conference received a good deal
of support from the British and American representatives, who were
more concerned to find some means of reopening negotiations with
1 Their views had been explained in a note of the 15th November to the
British Government, in reply to certain questions which had been raised by the
British Ambassador in Paris. In this note the French Government expressed
tlieir preference for proceeding with the drafting of a convention, and made it
clear that they were not ready to abandon the principle of a' pe*riode d'6preuve',
though they had no objection to a revision of the formula which had been
discussed at Geneva in September and October, provided that the same
results would be achieved Iby any new formula that might be adopted.

